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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the dirrci cnccs bciw eenthe subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a \vht)lc \v duIcI have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1, 4 and 7-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johannson (US 4,298,173), Bailey (US 3,579,381) and Perini (GB 2,105,688 A). 

As to claim 1 , Johannson discloses an apparatus for refurbishing used cores for rolls of 
material, which apparatus comprises: stripper means (such as rollers 14-15 and beIot3-16, pplus 
rollers 5-7 and 6-8) for stripping remaining material from the used cores; feed means (items 23 
and 24) for feeding the used cores to the stripper means; 

Johannson does not disclose cleaning means for cleaning the used cores after they have 
been treated by the stripper means; 

Bailey discloses cleaning means (brush 22, bath 23) for cleaning the used cores (called 
pirns) after they have been treated by the stripper means (the pims are free of textiles). Although 
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Bailey's cores (or pirns) are directed to textiles, the teaching is reasonably pertinent because it is 
directed to reuse and refurbishment of cores upon which elongated material will be placed. 
Bailey discloses that failing to wash the cores could result in a defect such as a streak or stain of 
the wound article (see colunm 1, lines 27-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have utilized such washing steps in order to 
prevent defects. 

Johannson does not disclose adhesive applicator means for applying adhesive to the used 
cores whereby the used cores are then ready for re-use as refurbished cores for new rolls of 
material. 

However, Perini discloses adhesive applicator means (glue applicator station 58) for 
applying adhesive to the used cores whereby the used cores (cores 5 1) are then ready for re-use 
as refurbished cores for new rolls of material. Perini discloses that the glue is useful for 
attaching a new web 34 to the core. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have used the adhesive applicator means of Perini in 
order to facilitate reuse of the cores by attaching new webs. 

As to claim 4, Johannson discloses a waste bin or a pallet (fiinnel 28 is capable of 
functioning as a waste bin) for receiving the material stripped from each used core. 

As to claim 7, Johannson discloses that the stripper means comprises rollers for rotating 
the used cores (rollers 5/7 and 6/8), end-obtaining means (suction box 16) for obtaining a free 
end of the remaining material on each used core, and pull means (the nip between rollers 14/15 
and 6/8) for pulling the remaining material off each used core. 
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As to claim 8, Johaimson discloses that the rollers for rotating the coil are a pair of drive 
rollers. Johannson does not disclose that the drive rollers are reversible. However, official 
notice is taken that reversible drive rollers are well known and conventional for web handling 
purposes. 

As to claim 9, Johannson discloses that the end-obtaining means includes a roller (such as 
rollers 6/8, which also functions a end obtaining means; Additionally, as to claim 10, Johannson 
discloses that the roller is a brush roller (roller 6/8 is capable of fimctioning to brush). 

As to claim 11, Johannson discloses that the feed means is a conveyor feed means (belt 

1). 

As to claim 12, Bailey as incorporated discloses that the cleaning means is a roller 
cleaning means (brush 22). 

As to claim 13, Bailey as incorporated discloses that the roller cleaning means has at least 
one scrubbing roller (Brush 22), and a wash station (bath 23). 

As to claim 14, Bailey does not disclose that there are more than one of the scrubbing 
rollers, and in which the wash station is a hot wash station. However, duphcation of parts is 
obvious. See MPEP 2144.04. Here, duplication would have increased the contact area of the 
cores. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have duplicated the roller in order to increase the contact area and speed up the 
cleaning. 

As to claim 15, Bailey discloses that wash station includes a container capable of 
containing cleaning water (Bath 23). 
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As to claim 16, Perini as incorporated discloses that the adhesive applicator means 
comprises at least one roller (wheel 59) for applying the adhesive. 

As to claim 17, Perini as incorporated does not discloses that there are two of the rollers 
for applying the adhesive. However, duplication of parts is obvious. See MPEP 2144.04. Here, 
duplication would have increased the contact area of the cores. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have dupUcated the roller 
in order to increase the contact area and speed up the adhesive application process, or increase 
the amount of adhesive applied. 

As to claim 1 8, Perini as incorporated discloses a container for containing the adhesive 
(bath of adhesive 60). 

4. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Johannson, Bailey, and Perini as applied to claim 1 above, and fiirther in view of Milton (GB 
2333207 A). 

Johnnson, Bailey and Perini do not disclose tag reader means for reading identity tags, 
there being one identity tag on each used core, and do not disclose that the identity tags are radio 
frequency identity tags, and in which the tag reader means is adapted to read the radio frequency 
identity tags. 

However, Milton discloses that it is know to provide a transponder in the form of a radio 
frequency chip on the core (see abstract). The tags are positioned on the outside of the cores. 
See claim 2. Such cores are read by reader means (abstract). Milton discloses that such RFID 
tags are usefiil to prevent lost of reels of paper. Specification, page 1, paragraph 2. Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
utilized readers and tags and radio frequency tags in order to prevent lost of reels of paper. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 2-3 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The prior of record does not disclose, in connection with the limitations of the apparatus 
according to claim 1, the additional element of including sensor means for measuring and 
recording the length of the material stripped from each used core. Similarly, the prior art of 
record does not disclose that this sensor means measures in metric units. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to George R. Koch III whose telephone number is (571) 272-1230 
(TDD only ). If the applicant cannot make a direct TDD-to-TDD call, the applicant can 
communicate by calling the Federal Relay Service at 1-866-377-8642 and giving the operator the 
above TDD number. The examiner can also be reached by E-mail at george .kochra)!! spto . gov in 
accordance with MPEP 502.03. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Philip Tucker can be reached on (571) 272-1095. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/George R. Koch 111/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

10/26/2009 



